words scratched out on the line beginning with the words "Area
or Equipment".  On the contrary, both copies specified that the
"Area or Equipment" involved was "The 1 Left vacuum circuit
breaker serial No. 4986".  It was Fortney's understanding that
abatement of the order was dependent upon Badger's replacing the
existing vacuum breaker with a new one.  That is what was done
to abate the order.  Fortney additionally said that the inspector
who abated the order also asked for the list of men who had
signed Exhibit 6 stating that they would personally reenergize
any equipment which they had personally deenergized.

27.  Wayne Myers, Jr., is head of Pittston's Electrical De-
partment.  He has had 32 years of experience in designing and
working on complex electrical equipment.  He wrote the specifi-
cations for the vacuum breaker involved in this proceeding and
had the breaker constructed by Line Power Company of Bristol,
Virginia.  Myers first thought that the defect in the vacuum
breaker was in the auxiliary switch.  The switch was replaced
on Tuesday, September 23, 1980, the day after MSHA's three em-
ployees {Phillips, Hall, and Moore) had written the order and
citation involved in this proceeding.  The vacuum breaker worked
perfectly and West Virginia and MSHA personnel were called to
Badger's repair shop on Wednesday, September 24, 1980, for a
demonstration, but the vacuum breaker again malfunctioned.
Myers and his assistants replaced the vacuum bottle and all
parts which were suspect and again the vacuum breaker seemed

to be working satisfactorily, but it again malfunctioned when
West Virginia and MSHA personnel were called for a second dem-
onstration on Thursday, September 25, 1980.  Myers then found
that a ratchet in the operating handle was failing to create
enough force to close the vacuum bottle which was supposed to
activate the rod which, in turn, operated the auxiliary switch.
The cam was not making a full rotation.  The ratchet was rede-
signed on Friday and Saturday.  On Monday, September 29, 1980,
the redesigned parts were installed and the vacuum breaker
thereafter worked perfectly.

28.  Myers said that Badger's personnel had not violated
any of the mandatory safety standards.  He said that the ground
monitoring system was working at all times and that Lambert was
aware of the fact that the monitoring system was working.  While
the vacuum breaker was failing to cut off power, the fault was
not in the ground monitoring system; consequently, Myers did
not think a violation of section 75.803 had occurred.

29.  Myers said that he believed section 75,511 should be
interpreted to give some meaning to the word "unavailable" in
the last sentence of that section.  Myers pointed out that it
could take an electrician from 2 to 2-1/2 hours to travel from
the equipment on which he was working to the place where the
power had been cut off and locked out or tagged.  Myers believedink copies
